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Response to Comments of Karen Bandoni, Merced Chapter President, California Women for Agriculture, August 24, 
2004  
(Letter O025) 

O025-1 
Please see Chapter 5 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS in regards to the 
potential for growth inducement from the HST, Modal and No Project 
alternatives.  This chapter summarizes the technical study assessing 
“Economic Growth and Related Impacts” which included the 
quantification of the potential increase in population in Merced 
County (and the rest of the Central Valley) as a result of the 
implementation of the HST system.  Please see standard responses 
5.2.1 and standard response 5.2.3. 

O025-2 
Acknowledged.  In the Final Program EIR/EIS, each environmental 
section of Chapter 3 has been modified to include mitigation 
strategies that would be applied in general for the HST system.  
Specific impacts and mitigations will be addressed during subsequent 
project level environmental review, based on more precise 
information regarding location and design of the facilities proposed.  
The more detailed engineering associated with the project level 
environmental analysis will allow the Authority to further investigate 
ways to avoid, minimize and mitigate potential impacts to farmland 
resources.  Once the alignment is refined and the facilities are fully 
defined through project level analysis, and only after avoidance and 
minimization efforts have been exhausted, will specific impacts and 
mitigation measures be addressed. 

The potential for farmland impacts due to growth is discussed in 
Section 5.2 of the Final Program EIR/EIS for each system alternative 
(No-Project, Modal, and HST).  Please also see Chapter 6B of the 
Final Program EIR/EIS which discusses transit-oriented development 
measures which may assist in limiting impacts to farmlands. 

O025-3 
The Authority acknowledges your concerns regarding the State’s 
agricultural resources. 

Regarding your concerns related to operating subsidies, feasibility 
studies by both the Commission (1993-1996) and the Authority 
(1997-2000) showed that a statewide HST system in California could 
operate at a revenue surplus, however, most of the capital costs of 
the initial system would have to be publicly financed.  In addition, 
the forecast ridership for the system represents a relatively large 
portion of the total intercity travel demand (see Section 2.3.2.C of 
the Program EIR/EIS).  Although the potential impacts of the 
proposed HST system are analyzed in comparison to a modal 
alternative, the proposed HST system would not replace freeway 
lanes. 
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Response to Comments of Rudy Platzek, Farmland Working Group, and the Valley Vision Project, August 23, 2004  
(Letter O026) 

O026-1 
Please see Chapter 5 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS in regards to the 
potential for growth inducement for the HST, Modal and No Project 
alternatives.  This chapter summarizes the technical study assessing 
“Economic Growth and Related Impacts” which included the 
quantification of the potential population increase in the Central 
Valley as a result of the implementation of the HST system.  In 
addition to general mitigation strategies and design practices 
included in the Final EIR/EIS to reduce impacts, future project 
studies addressing more specific alignment options would address 
potential disruption of irrigation, movement of farm equipment and 
farm-to-market equipment.   See Sections 3.8.5 and 3.8.6 of the 
Final Program EIR/EIS. 

O026-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Response to Comments of John Edwards, Interim President, Great Cypress Park Neighborhood Council, August 23, 
2004  
(Letter O027) 

O027-1 
Public outreach, consistent with federal and state law was 
undertaken for this programmatic document.  A description of the 
outreach efforts including a listing of the public meetings held as 
part of this program environmental process can be found in Chapters 
8 (Public and Agency Involvement) and 9 (Organization, Agency and 
Business Outreach).  The Greater Cypress Park Neighborhood 
Council will be added to the distribution list for future information 
and announcements regarding the project.   All notices and 
information will be sent to: 

John Edwards 
Interim President 
Greater Cypress Park Neighborhood Council 
C/O Cypress Park Community Center 
929 Cypress Avenue 
Los Angeles, California 90065 
 
Please also see standard response 8.1.1 and standard response 
8.1.16. 
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Response to Comments of Dawn S. Rawls, Chair, San Dieguito Lagoon Committee, August 23, 2004  
(Letter O028) 

O028-1 
The LOSSAN Conventional Rail Improvements are not being included 
as part of the proposed HST system addressed in this Final Program 
EIR/EIS and are the subject of the Caltrans LOSSAN Rail 
Improvements Program EIR/EIS (Draft PEIR/EIS SCH # 
2002031067). These comments have been forwarded to Caltrans for 
consideration.  See standard response 6.41.1 
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Response to Comments of Jason Kibbey, Director, Defense of Place, August 5, 2004  
(Letter O029) 

O029-1 and O029-2 
The potentially affected 4(f) and 6(f) resources are identified in the 
regional technical reports that are summarized in Section 3.16.  The 
analysis of Section 4(f) and 6(f) in Section 3.16 of the Final Program 
EIR/EIS meets the stated primary goal by identifying each potentially 
impacted resource and the general nature of potential impact in 
terms of its relative proximity to the proposed facilities.  A table 
identifying the potential affects to parks for both the build 
alternatives is provided in the Final Program EIR/EIS (Appendix 3.16-
A).   

The majority of the state parks units potentially affected are along 
the LOSSAN rail corridor between Irvine and San Diego.  The 
Authority is not pursuing any extension of the HST system south of 
Irvine in this corridor, primarily due to the potential for impact to 
environmental resources, including state parks.  Conventional rail 
infrastructure improvements are being pursued by others.  See 
Standard Response 6.42.1. 

The Cornfield and Taylor Yard Properties are included and addressed 
in the Final Program EIR/EIS and would be subject to a full 4(f) 
analysis in subsequent project level environmental review.  The 
subsequent project level analysis will allow for further avoidance and 
minimization efforts, as well as identification of specific mitigation, if 
impacts cannot be avoided.  The Authority has identified the 
MTA/Metrolink, which avoids Cornfield property, as the preferred 
option.  This option was identified, in part, because it would have 
fewer potential affects on both the Cornfield Property and the Taylor 
Yards.  Between Burbank and Los Angeles Union Station the 
MTA/Metrolink refers to a relatively wide corridor within which 
alignment variations will be investigated at the project level. 

The two HST alignments crossing Henry Coe State Park have been 
dropped from further analysis.  See Standard Response 6.3.1. 

 

The potential for cumulative impacts of the proposed HST system on 
the State Parks system are addressed in Section 3.17.  With physical 
impacts avoided, minimized or mitigated, resulting regional beneficial 
impacts such as increased mobility and air quality would have a 
positive affect on the State Parks system and the resources therein.  
Please also refer to response to Comment O051-1 and response to 
Comment AS004-1. 

O029-3  
The Authority will not pursue HST alignments crossing Henry Coe 
State Park.  See Standard Response 6.3.1. 

O029-4  
Please see Standard Response 3.16.1 and 6.3.1.  

Identification of specific impacts in tiered project level environmental 
review is appropriate because of the impracticality of achieving this 
at the program level.  Subsequent preliminary engineering and 
project level environmental review will provide more detail 
identifying specific alignments and further opportunities to avoid and 
minimize the potential use of 4(f) and 6(f) resources, as proposed 
alignments and facilities are more defined.   

O029-5  
See response to comment O029-3.   

O029-6   
In the Final Program EIR/EIS, each environmental section of Chapter 
3 has been modified to include specific mitigation strategies that 
would be applied in general for the HST system.  Each section of 
Chapter 3 also outlines specific design features that will be applied to 
the implementation of the HST system to avoid, minimize, and 
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mitigate potential impacts.    At the program level it is premature to 
develop more specific mitigation measures since specific impacts to 
specific properties unknown and cannot yet be determined.  Once 
there is a more detailed analysis of an identified alignment and after 
avoidance and minimization efforts have been exhausted, specific 
mitigation measures will be addressed.  Also see comment O029-4 
regarding the further examination of alignment options.  The 
Authority recognizes the requirements of state and federal law to 
provide replacement park properties, but any obligations to obtain 
such properties cannot be determined until more specific alignments 
are selected.  This will occur with project-level environmental review, 
if the HST proposal moves forward. 

O029-7   
The current section heading is “Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources 
(Public Parks and Recreation).”  Section 3.16 has been renamed 
“Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources (Public Parks and Recreation, 
Waterfowl Refuges and Historic Sites)” in the Final Program EIR/EIS. 

A table identifying each potentially impacted resource and the nature 
of potential impact in terms of its relative proximity to the proposed 
facilities for both the Modal and HST Alternatives is provided in the 
Final Program EIR/EIS (Appendix 3.16-A).   
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